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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Amendment 

I. Applicant's amended Title and Specification and added Claims, dated 11/21/05, have 
been entered and made of record. Accordingly, the objections applied in the previous Non-Final 
Action are hereby withdrawn. 

Response to Arguments 

II. Applicant's arguments have been considered but are moot in view of following discussion 
and the subsequent new ground(s) of rejection. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE 
FINAL. 

Applicant argues Claim 1 requires the access site information corresponding to a 
commercial message be located in a separate access site information furnishing means and is 
acquired only after the commercial message in the transmission signal is detected and, therefore, 
Wolzien fails to disclose such limitations. (Applicant's Response, Pg. 18). The Examiner 
disagrees for three reasons, which will be discussed in turn. 

Claim 1, as written, does not recite the use of a "separate" (or plural) access site 
furnishing means. In fact, the Examiner interprets the claims as possibly requiring only one 
access site furnishing means, which could have plural functions (e.g., detecting embedded signal, 
retrieving data, etc.). In view of this interpretation, Wolzien does in fact disclose an "access 
controller" (i.e., access site furnishing means), which performs such functions, (please refer to 
Fig. 1 and the cited portions used in the rejection below). 



FR-Pg.2of9. 



Application/Control Number: 09/887,491 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2617 

The access site information (i.e., URL) of Wolzien could be interpreted as being located 
in the access controller or at the online providers location. At Column 5, Ln. 42-47, Wolzien 
teaches the access controller itself stores the URL. Alternatively, it is inherent the online 
providers also store the URL in order to facilitate communications between the user and the 
originating network computer. Accordingly, Wolzien does disclose a system which, being 
broadly interpreted, comprises a "separate access site information furnishing means" (i.e., access 
controller, online provider, network computer, etc.) that contains the URL. 

Lastly, Wolzien further discloses that none of the previously discussed processes begin 
until the embedded signal is detected. (Col. 3, Ln. 45-49). Therefore, the URL (i.e., access site 
information) is acquired only after the embedded signal in the transmission has been detected. 
Accordingly, the Examiner maintains that Wolzien discloses the features recited in Claim 1 as 
originally written. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

III. Claims 1, 3-5, 7-9, 16-20, 22-24, 26-28, and 32-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Wolzien (US Pat. No. 5,761,606) in view of Moon et aL (US Pat. No. 
3,919,479). 

As to claim 1, Wolzien discloses a system which provides direct automated access to 
online information via a URL embedded within the audiovisual signal. More specifically, 
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Wolzien discloses a transmission means (i.e., public/private network connected via transmission 
line), detailed information furnishing means (i.e., online info providers), access site information 
furnishing means (i.e., network), means for detecting pre-set signal (i.e., embedded signal), and a 
means for connecting to and acquiring the access site information. (Abstract ; Col. 1, Ln. 5-1 1 ; 
Col. 2, LN. 59-67 thru Col. 3, Ln. 1-15 & 24-49 ; Col. 4, Ln. 63-Col. 5, Ln. 67; Col. 7, Ln. 22-67 
thru Col. 8, Ln. 1-5 ; Figure 1). 

Although Wolzien does disclose the embedded signal could be located within a 
commercial message, he does not specifically teach the system can detect the commercial itself. 
However, at the time of Applicant's invention, the detection of commercial messages in 
broadcast communications was notoriously well-known as evidenced by Moon et al. (Abstract; 
Col. 1, Ln. 7-12 & 45-50; Col. 2, Ln. 57-Col. 3, Ln. 17). Accordingly, it would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in this art at the time of Applicant's invention to combine 
the systems of Wolzien and Moon, thereby providing a more efficient method of supplying direct 
automated access to online data provided in commercial messages. 

Claims 5, 16, 20, 24, 32, and 35 correspond to claim 1. Thus, each is analyzed and 
rejected as previously discussed. 

As to claim 3, Wolzien further teaches the pre-set signal can be embedded within a 
commercial message. (Abstract & Col. 1, Ln. 45-50). Accordingly, the combined systems of 
Wolzien and Moon disclose all limitations of claim 3. 

Claims 8, 18, 22, 27, 33, and 37 correspond to the system claim 3. Thus, each is 
analyzed and rejected as previously discussed. 
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As to claim 4, Wolzien further teaches the access site information can be a URL. 
(Abstract & Col. 1, Ln. 5-11). Although not explicitly discussed, Wolzien teaches the provision 
of online information via an address (i.e., URL address). Thus, it is inherently disclosed. 
Accordingly, the combined systems of Wolzien and Moon disclose all limitations of claim 4. 

Claims 9, 19, 23, 28, 34, and 38 correspond to the system claim 4. Thus, it is analyzed 
and rejected as previously discussed. 

As to Claim 7, Wolzien further teaches the use of a storage means for storing the URL 
addresses. (Col. 3, Ln. 50-57 ; Col. 5, Ln. 42-67 thru Col. 6, Ln. 1-7). But, Wolzien fails to 
disclose the remaining limitations of claim 7. However, the Examiner takes Official Notice that, 
at the time of Applicant's invention, it was notoriously well-known in this art to allow users to 
browse commercial messages, (as evidenced by Hendricks et al, US Pat. No. 5,600,364 at Col. 
16, Ln. 23-25). Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in this art 
at the time of Applicant's invention to modify the combined systems of Wolzien and Moon with 
the teachings of Hendricks in order to provide a multimedia system which also allows the user to 
view commercials at his or her convenience. 

Claims 17, 26, and 36 correspond to the system claim 7. Thus, each is analyzed and 
rejected as previously discussed. 

IV. Claims 2, 6, 10-15, 21, 25, and 29-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Wolzien in view Moon et al as discussed under Claim 1 , and further in view of 
Matthews, III et al (US Pat. No. 6,025,837). 
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Claim 2 recites the system of Claim 1 , further comprising limitations which will not be 
recited here, however each limitation will be addressed, (refer to claim sheet). As discussed 
above, the combined systems of Wolzien and Moon disclose all limitations of claim 1, but fail to 
specifically recite the limitations of claim 2. However, within the same field of endeavor, 
Matthews discloses a similar system in which an Electronic Programming Guide detects the 
signal transmission time and channel via a connection to an enhanced content and media server. 
(Abstract ; Col. 4, Ln. 27-65 ; Col. 7, Ln. 9-41 ; Col. 9, Ln. 56-67 thru Col. 10, Ln. 1-13 ; Figures 
1-3 & 5). Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in this art at the time 
of applicant's invention to combine the systems of Wolzien, Moon, and Matthews in order to 
provide a system wherein the user could readily identify supplemental information related to 
audiovisual signals and access that same information automatically, without the need to move to 
a separate computer terminal. 

Claims 6, 21, and 25 correspond to claim 2. Thus, each is analyzed and rejected 
accordingly. 

Claim 10 recites an information processing apparatus comprising limitations too 
numerous to recite herein, (please refer to claim sheet). The limitations of claim 10 are only 
combinations of limitations from claim 1, 2, and 7. Accordingly, it would have been obvious to 
one having ordinary skill in this art at the time of Applicant's invention to further modify the 
combined systems of Wolzien, Moon, and Matthews with the teaching of Hendricks (taken from 
Claim 7's Official Notice) in order to provide a multimedia system which also allows the user to 
view commercials at his or her convenience. 
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The limitations of claims 11 and 12 correspond to those recited in claims 3 and 4, 
respectively. Accordingly, each is analyzed and rejected accordingly. 

The limitations of claim 13 are combinations of limitations from claims 1 and 2. Thus, it 
is analyzed and rejected as previously discussed. 

Claims 14 and 15 correspond to claims 3 and 4, respectively. Thus, each is analyzed and 
rejected as previously discussed. 

Claim 29 recites limitations which are combinations of claims 1 and 2. Thus, it is 
analyzed and rejected as previously discussed. 

Claims 30 and 31 corresponds to claims 3 and 4, respectively. Thus, each is analyzed 
and rejected as previously discussed. 

V. Claims 39 and 40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wolzien 
in view of Moon et al as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Goldschmidt Iki et al 
(US Pat. No. 6,226,444). 

Newly added Claim 39 recites the system of Claim 1, wherein the detecting section 
detects said commercial message from said transmission signal sent based on at least one 
transmission property of said commercial message. As discussed above, the combined systems 
of Wolzien and Moon disclose all limitations of Claim 1, but fail to disclose those of Claim 39. 
However, within the same field of endeavor, Goldschmidt discloses a similar system which 
identifies commercial messages based upon the sound volume. (Col. 5, Ln. 27-49). 
Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in this art at the time of 
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Applicant's invention to modify the combined system of Wolzien and Moon with the teaching of 
Goldschmidt in order to provide an alternative method of identifying commercial messages. 

Claim 40 is encompassed within the rejection of Claim 39. Thus, it is analyzed and 
rejected as previously discussed. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

a. Terakado et al (US Pat. Pub. No. 2002/0001042) disclose a system which 
displays stored commercial messages. 

b. Redford et al (US Pat. No. 5,957,695) disclose a system which displays stored 
commercial messages. 

c. Knepper et al (US Pat. No. 2001/0042249) disclose a system which displays 
stored commercial messages. 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
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CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jade O. Laye whose telephone number is (571) 272-7303. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon. 7:30am-4, Tues. 7:30-2, W-Fri. 7:30-4. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris Kelley can be reached on (571) 272-7331. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
Examiner: JadeQ. Laye 
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